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Forew
ord

.

-A
s m

any readers of this report w
ill know

, the
/I/D

/E
/A

/ C
hange P

rogram
 for Individually

.G
uided E

ducation (IG
E

) is a teacher inservice
program

 aim
ed at tw

o basic goals:
(1) indi-

vidualizing learning, and (2) continuous
im

provem
ent of the staff and school.

T
his school im

provem
ent effort includes

concepts that have com
e from

 the w
ork of

m
any people and institutions. T

he P
rdcesses

of im
plem

entation stem
 from

 the S
tudy of

E
ducational C

hange and S
chool Im

provem
ent

begun by /I/D
/E

/4/ in 1966 and from
 sub-

sequent staff w
ork done in cooperation w

ith
other institutions and schools. W

e also have
dr:aw

n on such program
s os the F

ord
F

oundation-sponsored H
arvard T

eaching
T

eam
s' project conducted from

 1959 to 1964
and from

 w
ork of the W

isconsin R
esearch

and D
evelopm

ent C
enter for C

ognitive
Learning.

IG
E

 is im
plem

ented w
ithin Leagues of

S
chools that are com

m
itted to w

orking to-
w

ard the program
's tw

o basic goals.
A

dditionally, e ch League is associated w
ith

an Interm
ediat A

gencya college, university;
local or state e tication ageA

cy_or other
type orinstit

ionthat provides a F
acili-

tator to w
or

ith schools in its area.

In 1970, there w
ere 125 schools partici-

pating in the project. T
oddy, m

ore than
1,200 schools in 36, states, plus A

m
erican-

sponsored schopls in appr6xim
ately tw

o
dozen other countries, are in som

e phase of
im

plem
enting the.IG

E
 processes.

E
ach phese of developing I G

g has been
accom

panied by special attention to evalu-
ation. Initially, w

e exam
ined research

relating to selected school practices that
ultim

ately becam
e a part of 1G

E
. T

he w
ay

w
e com

bined these practices into a com
pre-

hensive design for use in schools w
as analyzed

intensely by selected teachers and adm
ini-

strators and by university scholars.

T
he tG

E
 training m

aterials and clinical
w

orkshops that have em
erged from

 our
developm

ental efforts have been shaped by
both forfnal and inform

al studies of their
effectiveness. W

e continue to operate and
refine a com

prehensive system
 of m

onitor-
ing the e)stent to w

hich the IG
E

 concepts
are being im

plem
ented in participating

schools.

T
his report is based on one of several

inquiries into the effects of IG
E

. A
s noted

in the text, the m
aterial is from

 a study by
B

elden A
ssociates of how

 adm
inistrators,

teachers, parents, and children feel about
various aspects of IG

E
 and their beliefs about

its results.

T
hough inform

atidn from
 this survey show

s
that perceived benefits of IC

are highly
favccable, w

e do not suggest this study is a
substitine for other m

easurem
ent and

evaluation of IG
E

 effects. A
ccordingly, w

e
continue to sponsor other studies orpupil
achievem

ent and oilier im
pacts of IG

E
. W

e
frequently receive reports of evaluation

A
studies P

one through the sponsorship of
other institutions.

O
ur ow

n w
ork and the studies by others

show
 that change is taking place in IG

E
schools. A

s this report verifies, attitudes
tow

ard IG
E

 are overw
helm

ingly favorable.

T
he inquiries w

e have sponsored, and other

evaluation reports; show
 that IG

E
's im

pact
on student achieyem

ent test scores ism
ixed.

is
T

he program
's im

pact on costs also is m
ixed

and is largely determ
ined by the individual

school.

T
akeN

together, the w
ide-ranging set of

studies of IG
E

 reflect that the result are
very positive and reinforce our belief

at it
is ope of the m

ost prom
ising school is

prove-
m

ent efforts ever undertaken.

W
e invite you tb read this report and respol/

w
ith com

m
ents, suggestions, or questions.

A
lso, w

e invite you to w
rite for other infor.

m
ation relating to IG

E
.

S
am

uel G
..S

ava
E

xecutive D
irector

l'aC
herN

8041/ SU
M

/01(S
.1/0/19

w
ith P

oV
en

L
Sand

adnunistiatots gave their view
s on led during the

B
elden survey A

( ross du, board, attitudes w
ere

over w
hploungly favorable,.



t

F
orew

ord

G
E

T
T

IN
G

 R
E

A
D

Y
 T

O
 R

E
A

D
'

''T
he R

eport'

'W
hat the' report is'

W
hat w

e w
ere trying to find out

H
ow

 the researchers
\ conducted the study

betting
a representative

S
am

ple

H
ere's w

hat w
e m

ean w
hen

w
e say....

H
ow

 B
elden A

ssociates
processed the data
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O
a'

1
f.

.1111C
P

1

A
lm

ost all the teachers questioned responded that
the IG

E
 program

 did a "good" or "excellent" lob
of producing quality education.

.W
hat the report is

T
his report presents findings of an attitude

studyszonducted am
ong school adm

inistra-
tors, teachers, students, and parents involved
w

ith schoo
using the /1/D

/E
/A

/ C
hange

P
rogram

 for Individually G
uided E

ducation
tipE

).
B

elden A
ssociatesa research firm

 located
in D

allas, T
exascarried out the tw

o-year
study at the reqU

est of the Institute for
D

evelopm
ent of E

ducational A
ctivities,_Inc.

(/1/D
/E

/A
/), the educational affiliate of the

C
harles F

. K
ettering F

oundation.

T
he study w

as designed to help /1/D
/E

/A
/

staff and others evaluate the C
hange

P
rogram

 for IG
E

 during the 1972-73 and
1973-74 school years.

a

G
E

T
T

IN
G

 R
E

A
D

Y
. T

O
 R

E
A

D
"T

he R
eport"

W
hat w

e w
ere trying

to find out
T

he m
ain things w

e w
anted to-know

w
ere:

H
ow

 adm
inistrators, teachers, parents,_

and students feel tow
ard IG

E
 as they

participatein its im
plem

entation.

H
ow

 attitudes of people in schools w
ith

high levels of I6E
 im

plem
entation-

com
pare w

ith attitudes of people in
schools w

ith low
 levels of IG

E
 im

P
le-

m
entation.

: H
ow

 attitudes of people in IG
E

 schools
in urban areas differ from

 those held by
people in IG

E
 schools in non-urban areas.

H
ow

 peoples' attitudes differ in IG
E

'schools that are m
osti,y w

hite vs IG
E

.

schools that are m
ostly non-w

hite.
. -

H
ow

 attitudes of people w
hip started IG

E
w

ith strategies, m
aterials, and training

prior to 1972 com
pare w

ith attitudes of
people w

ho have started IG
E

 m
ore

recently.
.

page
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H
ow

 the researchers
conducted the study
B

elden researchers, in consultation w
ith

/1/D
/E

/A
/: designed, developed, and tested

four standard interview
 protocol question:

naires to gather pertinent data from
 school

adm
inistrators, teachers, students, and

parents of the students in the IG
E

 schools
or schbol Learning C

om
m

unities*. T
hese

interview
 protocol questionnaires (copies of

the 1973-74 versions are in A
pP

endix A
),

w
ere used to m

easure the follow
ing:

'
E

xpectations of the four groups bout IG
E

.

- O
pinions about how

 these expec "tions
have or have not been m

et.

C
oncepts that each group-had of its role

and the roles of others in im
plem

enting IG
E

.

P
erceptions of changes being m

ade as a
result of using IG

E
 processes.

O
pinions about the effectiveness of IG

E
.

"eom
e IG

E
 schools use "Learning C

orrnity" in
referring to teaching team

s and groups)qf students.
O

ther IG
E

 schools use the term
 "U

nit."



.

B
elden rese

ch,ers collected the survey data
during face-to

ce interview
s w

ith the
,respondents.

ost of the adm
inistrators aw

l
som

e of the teachers w
ere interview

ed at
school; som

dof the teachers, all of the
parents, and all of the children, w

ere inter-
view

ed in their hom
es.

F
ield interview

ers received W
11tten instruc-

tions on how
 to find respondents, how

 to
ask the questions, and other pertinent
inform

ation. If an interview
er needed

additional training or other help, they w
ere

able to get it quickly by telephone from
B

elden A
ssociates.*

B
elden A

ssociates carefully checked the
w

ork of each interview
er for consistency

and quality.-A
pproxim

ately 10%
 of each

interview
er's w

ork w
as verified by recon-,

tacting respondents.
.

A
ll interview

s w
ere conducted M

ay 21
thrO

ugh July 2, 1973, and M
ay 2 through

July 11, 1974.

G
etting

a
representative

sam
ple

B
elden and /l/D

/E
/A

/ designed the-study to
ensure a representative sam

ple of all
adm

inistratO
rs, teachers, students, and

parents- n schools or school Learning C
om

-
m

unitie w
here IG

E
 w

as in operation during
the 1972-73 and 1973-74 school years. (IG

E
schools w

ere chosen for the 1972-73 study's

1
.

*A
 copy of the interview

ing specifications is
.available from

 B
elden A

ssociates. S
ee "W

here to
w

ritesfor M
ore inform

ation" on page 22

sam
ple; during 1973-74, IG

E
 school Learning

I
C

om
M

unities w
ere sam

pled.)
B

elden drew
 a sam

ple of school Learning
C

om
m

unities from
 a list of all IG

E
 schools

supplied by /I/D
/E

/A
/. W

hen the school's
urbanity (rural, suburban, urban, or
innercity) or level of IG

E
 im

plem
entation

w
as not available, the school w

as om
itted

from
the list. T

he school Learning_ C
om

m
u-

nit* w
ere stratified by urbanity and

IG
E

ness to ensure an appropriate distribu-
tion of respondents along those dim

ensions.
S

chool Learning C
om

m
uriities w

ere theh
selected in a system

atic m
anner, giving each

school in each stratum
 an equal chance of

selection.

T
heevaluation desigh called for a set of

'interview
s from

-eith selected school, w
ith

each set com
posed of:

1 adm
inistrator ... either the principal

or, if he w
as not available, the vice-

principal.

2 teachers
. selected system

atically
from

 the faculty list.

10 students ... selected system
aticaly

-from
 student lists.

10 parents ... selected autom
atically as

the parents of the 1.0 students.
,

If a selected teacher or parent could not be
interview

ed after three attem
pts, a substitute

w
as selected and interview

ed. N
o child w

as
interview

ed w
ithout first interview

ing the
parent, In several cases; a parent's interview
had to be disibrded becausethe child could
not be interview

ed; this all parent and
student interview

s are m
atched pairs.

.
pa9.

five

F
or the tw

o years' data com
bined and

sum
m

arized in this report, the-puM
ber bf

com
pleted interview

s is distributed as
follow

s:

A
dm

inistrators
T

eachers

P
arents

C
hildren

T
otal

T
otal

127

244
1,215
11,215

\

1972-73

78
146
715
715

1974-74
..4998
500
5004

2801
,

1,654
,

1447

C
om

bining data for the tw
o years m

ade it
possible to reduce thetam

ple size in 1973-74
and still m

aintain the desired stability.

M
or than 1,200 students w

ere loterview
edalong

w
ith an equal num

ber of parents.

.6 .v

*P.I.,7,0°'"
70,

t.
dettirig the

W
ee .-

4.14`,



H
ere's w

hat w
e m

ean.w
hen

w
e say...

T
he foH

ow
ing descriptions and exam

ples are
provided as

n aid in interpreting term
inology

and content of this ieport.

T
E

R
M

T
otal

'S
chool's Loc ?tion

U
rban

N
on-U

rban

S
chool's/Learning
C

om
m

unity's IG
E

ness

H
igh

M
edium

LoW

P
rim

ary E
thnicity

of S
chool

W
hite

N
on-w

hite

Y
ears C

hild in IG
E

O
ne Y

ear

M
ore T

han O
ne Y

ear

Y
E

A
R

S
 S

C
H

O
O

L IN
 IG

E
O

ne Y
ear

.
T

w
o Y

ears

T
hree or M

ore

D
E

S
C

R
IP

T
IO

N

A
ll fespordents in the category of respondents being tabulated such as all

teachers, all parents, or all children interview
ed.

E
ach school's setting as reported to B

elden byll/D
/E

/A
/.

R
espondents in urban and inner-city schools.

R
espondents in suburban and rural schools.

Level of IG
E

 program
 im

plem
entation, as reported by /I/D

/E
/A

/, for each
participating, school or school Learning C

om
m

unity.
'

R
espondents in schools during 1972-1973 school year w

ith 55%
 or higher

level of IG
E

 program
 im

plem
entation. R

espondents in school Learning,
C

om
m

unities in 1973-1974 w
ith 52%

 or higher level of IZ
E

 prograni
im

plem
entation.

R
espondents in schools during 1972-1973 school year w

ith a45-54%
 level

of IG
E

 program
 im

plem
entation. R

espondents in school Learning C
om

m
u-

nities in 1973.1974 w
ith 45-51%

 level of IG
E

 program
. im

plem
entation.

R
espondents in schools or school Learning C

om
m

unities w
ith a 44 %

,.or les
level of IG

E
 program

 im
plem

entation.

E
thnic m

ake -up of each school participating in the study as reported by the
school adm

inistrators.

R
espondents in schools w

ith m
ore than 50%

 w
hite students.

,

.
R

espondents in schools w
ith m

ore than 50%
 non-w

hite students.

N
um

ber of years each child has been
linvolved

in.the IG
E

 program
.--

R
espondents (parents and 'children) in fam

ilies w
here child reports he w

as
in the IG

E
 program

 for the first tim
e during the 1972 -73 or 1973-74

school year.

R
espondents (parents and children) in faM

ilies w
here the child reports he

has been in the IG
E

 pr t gram
 for m

ore than one year.
..-

R
espondents in schools w

hich begdn participation in the IG
E

 program
 for

the first tim
e during the spring or falrof 1972 and 1973.

.
.

,R
espondents in schools w

hich began participation-in the I gE
 program

during the spring or fall of 1971 or 1972.

R
espondents in schools w

hich began participation in the IG
E

 program
 ,

during or before the fall of 1971.

page
six



.r

A
 significantly larger,num

ber of teachers felt that students w
ere learning and perform

ing
better since IG

E
 w

as`
as initiated.

H
ow

 B
elden A

ssociates
processed the data
In processing, B

elden researchers adjusted the
difference in size of the tw

o sam
ples 41972-

73 and 1973-74) by upw
eightirig both sets

of interview
s to achieve proportionality.

R
esponsefeecities of all 1972-.73 school

year interview
s w

ere doubled and the
response frequencies of the 1973-74 inter-
view

s w
ere tripled to bring the sam

ple into
roper balance. In the case of the adm

ini-
strators, for exam

ple, the sam
ple contains

127 ralav interview
s, W

hich have been
upw

eighted to 303 cases.

I

O
n open ended questionsw

hich allow
ed

respondents to give an unstructured'
responsea listing w

as m
ade of a sam

ple of
the answ

ers, and the,B
eLden project team

grouped the answ
ers into m

eaningful
categories.

A
ll com

pleted interview
s w

ere edited and
coded system

atically. W
ritten instrucR

ions
w

ere supplied uniform
ly to all 'w

orkers in
the B

elden office, follow
ing a training

conference. Q
uestionnaires w

ere edited for
form

, com
pleteness, and logic. A

 m
em

ber
of the B

elden project team
 system

atically
checked the w

ork of each editor-coder for
accuracy and com

parability of w
ork.

page
seven

A
ll tabulations w

ere m
ade by com

puters
P

unching of data on com
puter data cardi

w
as verified system

atically to insure
accuracy. A

ll frequencies and percentages
reported in this report and in the detailed
report entitled "R

evised C
om

puter P
rintout"

have been checked for accuracy and con-
sistency. S

am
ples of the form

at used in the
v

print=
 are show

n in A
ppendix B

. A
 cony

of the printout can be purchased from
.

B
elden A

ssociates.

C
A

U
T

IO
N

: S
tatistics at w

ork
T

he num
ber of interview

s m
ust be borne in

m
ind in evaluating' the stability of each

resultfor all sam
ples have results subject to

plus-or-m
inus tolerances ranging from

 a
fraction to several percentage points:

T
w

o rules of thum
b gre:

T
he larger the sam

ple, the m
ore accurate

the percentage. R
esults based on the total

sam
ple are therefore m

ore reliable than
those based on portiO

ns of the sam
ple.

T
he further a percentage is. from

 50in
either direction-,-the m

ore accurate it is.
A

nd sm
all differences betw

een percent-
ages are seldom

 significant:.

Y
ou can com

pute tolerances for any result
in this report only through a laborious

.

statistical process. ktow
ever, you can quickly

check the approxim
ate tolerance by looking

at T
able 1. T

he total nurayer- of-int
b'w

s

for adm
inistrators, teachers,

ts, and
,students are also show

n in:rable 1.

00



T
A

B
LE

 1
U

se T
his T

able T
o F

ind T
he A

pproxim
ate T

olerance
O

f T
he S

urvey R
esults F

or E
ach S

ub-S
am

ple.

r
S

ub-S
am

ple*
A

P
P

R
O

X
IM

A
T

E
 T

O
LE

R
A

N
C

E
S

urvey R
esults

10%
 or 90%

20%
 or 80%

30%
 or 70%

40%
 or 60%

50%

W
hite adm

inistrators
,

N
on-urban teachers

W
hite teachers

F
irst year teachers

P
arents (all sub-sam

ples)
S

tudents (all sub-sam
ples)

U
rban adm

inistratO
rs

N
on-urban adm

inistrators
H

igh adm
inistrators

Low
 adm

inistrators
F

irst year adm
inistrators

U
rban teachers

H
igh teachers

Low
 teachers

N
on-w

hite teachers
T

hree-or-m
ore-years teachers

N
on-w

hite adm
inistratori

T
w

o-or-m
ore-years adm

inistrators

3%5%7%

4%

.k6%

10%

5%7%

6%
,

8%

11%
.12%

T
oo unstable to produce m

eaningful results .

6%

12%

*R
egarding the total sam

ple sizes:
A

dm
inistrators

.
.

N
 =

 127
T

eachers
N

 =
 244

P
arents

N
 =

 1215
S

tudents
N

 =
 1215

H
ow

 to use the approxim
ate

tolerance table
S

uppose you w
ant to know

 the tolerance
you should allow

 in a result in this report
given as 22%

.
...-----

F
irstdentify the-pulp-sam

ple; for the
'

exam
p'Ity say it's "F

irst year adrhinistrators."
T

hen, find the diosest "S
urvey R

esult" to
22%

; in this case, it's "20%
 or 80%

." F
ollow

the colum
n dow

n from
 "20%

 to 80%
"- to

the row
 labled "F

irst year adm
inistrators"

_and you discover that a 22%
 result is subject

to a 6%
 tolerance.

T
his m

eans that the survey result, 22%
, is

accurate w
ithin an estim

ated 6 percentage
points, plus or m

inus. T
he true reply could

be as little as 16%
 or as m

uch as 28%
.

T
ablet is §ased othe probability that the

chancesarak95 iri 100,that the range of the
.resultssuch as the 16 to 28 above - includes
the true percentage that w

ould be obtained
if w

e had interview
ed thetntire populatio

being studiedinstead of just the
In the other 5 cases out of 100 the tolerance
w

ould,be greater.
-

R
esults for "non-w

hite adm
inistrators" and

"tw
o-or-m

ore-years adm
inistrators" are

included in this report for the sake of com
-

pleteness. W
e believe, how

ever, they are
subject to such large tolerances that they
should only be used w

ith-etrem
e caution.

If published, they should be show
n only

w
ithin a table and never in isolation; and

should be tagged w
ith a w

ord of cautiop, as
w

ehave done in this report.
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W
hat.you'll be reading

.

T
he follow

ing three sections com
prise the

m
ajor findings of the 1972-74 IG

E
 E

valu-
.

ation S
tudy. E

ach section is organized
around one type of question included in the
interview

s:

A
ttitudes about IG

E
 concepts.

A
ttitudes about getting started w

ith IG
E

.

A
ttitudes about the effects of IG

E
 on

students and the school.

W
e've reported the findings according to the

responses offered by each of the four groups
of people included in the studyschool
adm

inistrators, teachers, students, and their
parents.

B
ecause this is the- second year of the study,

the bases have increased over w
hat they

w
ere in our-report a year ago. S

o, w
e've been

able to m
ake com

parisons betw
een the

different sub-sam
plesclassified by school /

urbanity, IG
E

ness, the prim
ary ethnitity of

the school, and the num
ber of years.the

school has participated in the IG
E

 program
.

W
e've presented the notew

orthy differences,
if any, w

ithin each group and betw
een

sub-sam
ples.

T
hroughout the report, w

e've put num
bets

in parentheses w
hich indicate the page in

the R
evised C

om
puter P

rintout* w
hore you

can find the full statistical table. W
e've also

added bar charts in som
e sections to point

out various findings.

H
ow

 people feel about IG
E

concepts

G
eneral A

ttitudes A
bout IG

E
T

he general attitudes of adm
inistrators,

teachers, parents, and students about IG
E

are very positive.

R
esponses to the questions that follow

 reflect
support and acceptance of the concepts
underlying the program

:

*S
ee "W

here to w
rite for m

ore inform
ation"

on page 22.

page
nine

D
o you expect to continue IG

E
 im

plem
enta-

tion at the present level? (10)*.
A

bout
Increase

the S
am

e
D

ecrease

A
dm

inistrators
85%

12%
1%

Is your school adopting IG
E

 too rapidly? (32)
T

oo rapidly
A

bout right
T

oo slow
ly

T
eachers

8%
86%

696

H
ow

 w
ell does IG

E
 produce quality

education? (7, 24, 61)

A
dm

inistrators
T

eachers

P
arents

E
xcellent
74%

-44%

35%

G
ood

24%

50%

41%
.

F
air

1%5%8%

P
oor

1%5%

O1

H
ow

 does the school your child attends com
-

pare w
ith other schools you know

 ot7146)
. A

bout
N

ot as
B

etter
the S

am
e

G
ood

P
arents

41%
33%

10%

N
o

A
nsw

er
10%

S
tudent reaction tow

ard those IG
E

 charac-
teristics they are m

ost fam
iliar w

ith and that
affect them

 m
ost directly are positive. M

ost
students are aw

are that characteristics in
this list are happening in their schools ...
and they like them

:

*T
hese num

bers refer to pages hi the R
evised

C
om

puter P
rintout w

here you can find the full
statistical table. T

his printout is available from
B

elden A
ssociates. S

ee "W
here to w

rite for m
ore

inform
ation" on page 22.

.4"



H
ow

 do you feel about the w
ay you do things at school? (74-77)

Like
D

islike

K
ids in class

o are younger or older
69%

17%

H
elp teachers d cide w

hat w
ork you are to do

64%
9%

W
orking w

ith a different group during the day
84%

8%

H
elping O

ther kids w
ith their w

ork
80%

7%

C
hoose w

hat you w
ill study

62%
11%

T
eacher lets you choose w

hat you w
ant to do

87%
3%

D
oing things in groups of tw

o or three K
ids

82%
8%

W
ork by yourself som

e of the tim
e

89%
9%

H
ave m

ore than one teacher
76%

14%

A
dm

inistrators, teachers, and parents re-
sponded to w

ords that describe the IG
E

program
very m

uch, som
ew

hat, or not at
allW

ith these results:

T
he IG

E
 program

 is successful (5, 23, 63)
V

ery
m

uch S
om

ew
hat

N
ot

N
o

at all
A

nsw
er

A
dm

inistrators
54%

43%
1%

2%

T
eachers

52%
43%

%
5%

P
arents

47%
32%

4%
15%

T
he P

rogram
is exciting (4, 22; 62)
V

ery
m

uch
S

om
ew

hat
N

ot
at all

N
o

A
nsw

er

A
dm

inistrators
87%

13%
--%

--%

T
eachers

73%
24%

3%
%

parents
40%

38%
8%

14%

D
o notalo

N
o

A
nsw

er

8%
6%

24%
3 %

-

6%
2%

11%
2%

23%
4%

8%
2%

9%
1%

1%
1%

10%
--%

Interview
s w

ith.adm
ininstrators and teachers

included an open-ended question eliciting
w

hat they dislike about the IG
E

 program
.

T
hese are them

ost frequent responses:

W
hat do you dislike about IG

E
? (2) (17-20)*

N
o

C
om

plaints

R
equires

too m
uch

tim
e/

w
ork

S
chool

U
nder-

staffed
A

dm
inistrators

25%
29%

12%

T
eachers

14%
.

16%
14%

* R
esponses add to m

ore than 100%
 because som

e
respondents m

entioned m
ore than one item

.

I

E
ight out of ten children in

IG
E

 schools are enthusiast/
about "helping other kids

'
w

ith their w
orks:



W
hat other things do you dislike?

A
dm

inistrators

T
eaC

hers

I

P
oor support

P
rogram

from
 D

istrict
O

ther
C

ost
or F

acilitator*
A

nsw
ers**

2%
8%

34%

too m
P

lanning T
im

e
8%

Inability
to m

eet
the needs

of children
16%

O
ther

A
nsw

ers***
53%

T
he am

ount of tim
e and w

ork involved in
the program

 is the dislike m
ost frequently

m
entigned by both adm

inistrators and
to chess im

plem
enting IG

E
. A

pproxim
ately

ones
rincipal in eight and one teacher in

.

sevA
 respond that understaffing w

as a
'dislike.

O
nly 2%

 of the adm
inistrators m

ention the
cost of im

plem
enting IG

E
 to be

problem
.

T
eachers are also concerned about the am

ount
of planning tim

e involved and the problem
s

of m
eeting the needs of their students.

*F
acilitators are specially trained people w

ho
w

ork directly w
ith the schools to initiate and

fO
ster the IG

E
 program

 there.
**S

uch
as: com

plaints about organizational
structure (8%

) and_length of tim
e to im

plem
ent

(5%
).

7""S
uch as: corn' plaints about m

aterials (8 %
) and

length of tim
e to im

plem
ent (2%

).

A
 concern of som

e adm
inistrattors and teachers is.the w

ork load associated w
ith IG

E
.

T
he benefits listed by principals outw

eighed
their dislikes, W

hen they w
ere asked to list

the benefits of haV
g an IG

E
 F

acilitator,
85%

 listed such things as: support (36%
), aid

in it 1plem
entation (9%

), source of special
help and m

aterials (148.70), evaluation (5%
),

ideas
deas betw

een schools (19%
),

coordinating,the program
 (6%

), and other

.

benefits (9. %
). T

herew
ere about 15%

 w
ho

did not benefit from
 a F

acilitator.

M
ost teachers feel the processes of IG

E
 are

effective for fast as w
ell as slow

 learnereand,
for culturally

as w
ell as culturallre.

different students:



0

A
bout threequartars of the teachers ihterview

ed felt IG
E

 w
as

equally effective for culturally advantaged children and culturally
different children.

D
o you feel that the IG

E
 program

 w
orks better for the fast learners,

slow
 learners, or does it w

ork equally-yvell for-both? (37)

F
ast

S
low

Loam
ers

Learners

IG
E

 w
orks better for

..
.

.
20%

.
6%

or

E
qual

N
o

for both
A

nsw
er

72%
2%

D
'o you feel that the IG

E
 program

 w
orks better for the culturally

advantaged children, culturally different children, or does it w
ork

equally w
ell for both? (37)C

ulturally
.

A
dvantaged
C

hildren

IG
E

 w
orks better for

.
.

12%1

C
ulturally

D
ifferent

C
hildren

6%

E
qiial
for

hb
B

oth
A

nsw
er

3%
10%

C
Y

,

A
ttitudes in schools w

ith
"high" IG

E
,

im
pltm

entA
otuts low

".

A
ttitudes of ecirnrnigtrators, teachers,

parents, and students are m
ost positive in

schools /Learning C
om

m
unities that have

im
plem

ented IG
E

 to a higher degree. T
hose

in IG
E

 S
chools w

ith "high" im
plem

entation
scores (above 55%

) responded m
ore

positively to these points than school'S
 w

ith
45%

 or below
:.

P
lan to increase IG

E
 im

plem
entation during

the next five years. (10)

A
dm

inistrators

H
igh

IG
E

ness
93%

Low
IG

E
ness

80%

T
he rate of im

plem
entation is "about right"

T
eachers (32)

H
igh

Low
IG

E
ness

IG
E

nes6
94%

78%

page
tw

elve

IG
E

 is "excellent"produces quality
eddcation.

,H
igh

Low
IG

E
ness

IG
E

ness
A

dm
inistrators (7)

'
83%

61%

T
eachers (24)

59%
35%

O
ne benefit from

 having an IG
E

 F
acilitator

is that he stim
ulates sharing ideas betw

een
schools. (9).

A
dm

inistrators

H
igh

/T
O

E
ness

26%

Low
IG

E
ness

13%
,



T
he school m

y child attends is better
than m

ost.

P
arents (48)

H
igh

Low
IG

E
ness

IG
 E

nqs
50%

45%

S
tudents like the w

ay they do things
at school.

H
elping other kids

H
igh

IG
E

ness

w
ith their w

ork. (76)
84%

C
hoose w

hat you
w

ant to do. (76)

W
ork by yourself

som
e of the tim

e. (77)

H
aving m

ore
than one teacher. (74)

K
idsin class are older

or younger. (75)

H
elp teachers decide

w
hat w

ork you are to
do. (75)

W
ork w

ith different
groups during the
day. (75)

D
o things in groups of

tw
oor three kids. (77)

"D
ifferences arenott significant.

Low
IG

E
ness

78%

90%
86%

91%
87%

76%
74%

71%
67%

.66%
64%

-*

86%
83%

83%
83%

S
tU

dents in IG
E

 schools have m
ore positive atti-

tudes tow
ard academ

ic program
sniost noticeable

in the language arts and m
ath areas,

A
ttitudes in U

rban vs N
on-U

rban S
chools

A
cceptance of IG

E
 is sim

ilar for adm
inistra-_

tors, teachers, parents, and students in
urban and non-urban schools. T

here are a
few

 exceptions.

N
ori-urban adm

inistrators m
ore frequently

plan to increase the level of IG
E

 im
plem

en-
tation during the next five years than do
urban adm

inistrators (10):

100%

75%
7

89%
85%

78%

50%

25%

A
dm

inistrators
U

rban
N

on-
T

otal
urban

P
lan T

o Increase Im
plem

entation

41

page
thirteen

U
rban adm

inistrators m
ore frequently

m
entioned poor support from

 the district
or F

acilitator as som
ething they disliked

about IG
E

 than didnon-urban adm
inistra-

tors (2):100%
"P

oor support from
 the

district or F
acilitator"'

75%

50%

25%
-

A
12%

0%
1

1
I

4 %
I

I
I

U
rban

N
ort-

T
otal

...;
U

rban
A

dm
inistrators

W
hat T

hings D
o Y

ou D
islike

A
bout T

he IG
E

 P
rogram

?



41

In general, reactions tolhe program
 are equally

positive in schools that have prim
arily w

hite
students and those w

ith prim
arily non - w

hite.

,
.

R
eactions from

 parents and students regard-
ing their gneral acceptance of IG

E
 favor

neither urban nor eon -urban settings.

S
chools w

ith prim
arily w

hite students com
-

pared to schools w
ith prim

arily non-w
hite

students.
T

he num
ber of adm

inistrators interview
ed

in schools w
ith prim

arily non-w
hite students

.
4is too sm

all to use w
ith m

eaning (S
ee T

able
1 on page S

. )
1

`
B

ut4the num
ber of teachers in each sub-

N
.

sam
ple interview

ed is sufficiently large to
include in this report since tw

o teachers
w

ere interview
ed in each school or Learning

C
om

m
unity.

T
he teachers' attitudes in w

hite and non-
w

hite schools are sim
ilar on questions dealing

w
ith likes and dislikes of the program

 and
their attitudes of how

 w
ell IG

E
 represents

quality education. S
cpool ethnicity is not a

factor w
ith teachers' attitudes tow

ard IG
E

concepts.

W
hile both groups are positive, teachers in

schools of prim
arily w

hite ethnicity feel
m

ore com
fortable about the rate their

schools are adopting the propram
 than

teachers in schools w
ith prim

arily non-w
hite

students:

1



R
ate of IG

E
 adoption is ... (32)

S
chool

S
chool

P
rim

arily .
P

rim
arily

W
hite

N
on-w

hite
T

otal

t
r

T
oo rapid

A
bout right

T
oo slow

N
o A

nsw
er

6%

88%5%

.18%

13%

'78%9%

8%

8694

6%1%

11
)11
1/

P
arents of children in prim

arily w
hite schools

m
ore frequently say their school is better

than m
ost other elem

entary schools they
,know

 about:

Is your school
better then m

ost? (48)
P

are(nii fiom
P

aronts from
,

P
rim

arily
P

rim
arily

W
hite S

chools
N

on-w
hite S

chools

8otter
50%

37%

A
bput the sam

e
31%

40%

N
ot as good

10%
11%

D
on't know

9%
13%

P
arents in prim

arily non-w
hite schools

express a greater interest or need to increase
the am

ount of parent involvem
ent in their

schools than do the parents in prim
arily

w
hite schools.,(64%

schools
com

pared to 48%
 of

*te schools.)

P
arents in prim

arily w
hite schools (81%

) are
m

ore frequently aw
are their child's school is

part of IG
E

 than are parents in prim
arily

non-w
hite schools (66%

) w
hich m

ay partially
explain the differences in their general
opinions about IG

E
.

,

:
P

arents afore very positive about lG
E

's "instruction
designed for each child's needs" and "S

m
all group

w
ork."

.
.

100%
"E

xcellent" or "G
ood"

75%

50%

25%

0%
P

aronts

78%
b.

76%

6)%

W
hite

N
on-

T
otal

S
chools

w
hite

schools

W
hat Is Y

our G
eneral O

pinion O
f IG

E
?

page
fifteen

P
arents react positively but differently about

activities that are closely related to the IG
E

program
. T

hey w
ere asked if they thought.

the activities are excellent, good, fair, or
poor. P

arents w
hose children attend schools

w
ith prim

arily w
hite students respond

"E
xcellent" or,"G

ood" m
ore frequently to

all activities except "coQ
tinuous evaluation

of teachers." T
he tw

o groups are equally
positive about this activity (52-55):

P
arents R

esponding
"E

xcellent" or "G
ood"

S
chool

S
chool

E
thnicity

E
thnicity

A
ctivity

W
hite

N
on-W

hite
T

otal
Instruction designed
for each child's needs

S
everal teachers

w
orking w

ith
each child

U
se of special

m
aterials

S
m

all group w
ork

E
ach child learning

to plan his ow
n w

ork

C
ontinuous evalu-

ation of teach rs' skills

M
ultiage grou Ing

88%
80%

87%

!82%
76%

81%

91%
85%

90%
.

90%
86%

89%

70%
65%

70%

79%
78%

79%

60%
5-4%

59%

Q
uestions that asked the respondents to com

-
pare their schools to otheirs yield m

ore posi-
tive.responses for prim

aril?w
hite schools.

T
hose that asked about im

provem
ent in

student behavior and academ
ic perform

ance
yield m

ore4positive responses for the prim
ar-

ily non-w
hite schools. (35, 36)



D
o you'think student academ

ic perfO
rm

ance
is better, abookut the sam

e, or poorer than
before the IC

16tprograin w
as started? (35)

S
chool

S
chool

,
E

thnicity
E

thnicity
W

hite
N

onW
hite

T
otal

B
etter

58%
63%

59%

A
bout the sam

e
26%

18%
24%

P
oorer

3
4%

3%

N
o A

nsw
er

13%
15%

14%

S
ince adopting IG

E
 do you think student

'

behavior has im
proved, stayed the sam

e, or
becom

e w
orse? (36)

S
chool

S
chool

E
thnicity

E
thnicity

W
hite

N
on-W

hite
T

otal

Im
proved

25%
37%

-
27%

S
tayed' the sam

e
51%

42%
49%

B
ecom

e w
orse

14%
9 %

-
13%

N
o answ

er
10%

13%
11%

H
ow

 people feel about
getting started w

ith IG
E

T
he /1/D

/E
/A

4 C
hange P

rogram
 has been

refined since F
acilitators and schools first

began w
ith IG

E
. F

acilitators and /I/D
/E

/A
/

staff have m
onitored, critiqued, and m

odi-
fied the w

ays they help S
chools get started,

conduct inservice traiR
ing, and im

plem
ent

the IG
E

 outcom
es.

"S
d

Interview
 questions relating to the initial

im
plem

entation steps yield responses that
show

 the procedures used recently are
m

ore effective than those used before 1972.
S

urvey results in schools that, have adopted
. the program

 recently
stiow

sm
ore positive

attitudes tow
ard several factors: aw

areness,
difficully, the role of t e F

acilitator, teacher
transfer, IG

E
 inservice

lin aterials, IG
E

 train-
ing for teachers, and initial parent gcceptance.

W
e interpret these findings to m

ean that the
m

ore recent strategies are, at least in part,
responsible for the increasingly positive
attitudes tow

ard the initial steps of w
orking

w
ith IG

E
.

tf

T
rairiing

M
orgleachert in new

lIG
E

 schools say they
receive special training for IG

E
 than do

teachers w
ho started IG

E
tw

o or three years
ago:

90%

80%

70%

60%

T
he S

chool
S

tarted IG
E

 A
t Least

71.5

61.2

80.4

3
Y

ears
A

go

2
Y

ears
A

go

P
ercent O

f T
eachers W

ho H
ave

R
eceived S

pecial IG
E

 T
raining

page
sixteen

1

Y
ear

A
go

T
he percefv-ed quality of training offered

teachers starting IG
E

 is rated higher by
teachers beginning the program

 m
ore

recently:

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

T
he S

chool
started IG

E
 A

t Least

63.2

57.7

35.8
r
a

3
1

Y
ears

Y
ears

Y
ear

A
go

A
go

A
go

P
ercent O

f T
eachers T

hat S
ay T

heir
T

raining W
as "E

xcellent" or "G
ood"

T
eachers in new

 IG
E

 schools generally rated the quality
of their IG

E
 training higher than did teachers in schools

that started the program
 a few

 years before.
,



4
.

1R
elationship B

etw
een T

raininiihd--Level of
Im

plem
entation (28-31)

T
eachers in "high" im

plem
enting schools

m
ore frequently say they had special train-

ing for IG
E

 than those in "low
" im

plem
ent-

ing schools:

T
eachers in "high''''iniplem

enting schools
m

ore frequently rate their quality of train-
ing as "E

xcel!
t" or "G

O
od" than those in

"low
" im

plem
e

ing schools:

80%
70%

80.3

70%
60%

71.9

60%
50%

50%
40%

1
40%

30%
.

S
chools w

ith a
Low

 Level of IG
E

Im
plem

entation

S
chools w

ith a
H

igh Level of IG
E

Im
plem

entation

45.4

69.5

4

S
chools w

ith a
Low

 Level of IG
E

Im
plem

entation

S
chools w

ith a
H

igh Level of IG
E

Im
plem

entation

P
ercent O

f T
eachers W

ho
.:iP

ercent O
f T

eachers W
ho S

aid T
hey

H
ad S

pecial IG
E

 T
raining (28)

H
ad "E

)T
hellent" or "G

ood" T
raining (29)

14,
ao

seventeen

C
ross-tabulating teacher responses show

s
that "E

xcellent" or "G
ood" training m

ost
frequently occurs w

hen the F
acilitator con-

ducts it. In som
e cases the principal, a central

office staff m
em

ber other than a F
acilitator

or a consultant conducted the training. T
his

chart refers to these trainers as "O
thers".;

90%

180%

70%

60%

50%

84.6

68.4

00

T
rained by O

thers
.

T
rained by

-`1"°

F
acilitators

P
ercent O

f T
eachers W

ho S
ay T

heir
T

raining W
as "E

xcellent" or "G
ood" (28)



IG
E

 M
aterials

,

T
he IG

E
 inservice m

aterials and strategies for
their use have been m

odified as a result of
the past five years' experience.

T
eacher attitudes tow

ard the m
aterials are

m
ore positive'now

 than before. S
eventy-

three percent of the teachers starting IG
E

,
during the past tw

o years feel the m
aterials

are "E
xcellent" or ::'-G

ood" w
hile only 36%

of those starting earlier feel that w
ay:

T
eachers feel the IG

E
 inservice m

aterials--
are ... (27)

S
tarted IG

E
3

2
1

years
years

year
ago

ago
A

go
E

xcellent O
r good

36%
*73%

73%

F
air

3996
21%

17%

P
oor

21%
1%

5%

N
o answ

er
5%

5%
5%

T
he m

ore positive feelings could stem
 from

the m
aterials being m

ore appropriate or m
ore

com
plete and current. T

he w
ays the m

ore
recent 'schools are using the m

aterials or the
need they.have during the early steps of
im

plem
entation m

ay also affecrtheir
attitudes.

T
eacher transfer does not happen aslre-

quently in schools starting IG
E

 m
ore recently.

F
ew

er principals and few
er teachers in schools

m
ore recently beginning

the program
 know

of teachers w
ho left the school because of IG

E
.

D
o you know

 any teachers w
ho left this

school because thecIG
E

 program
 w

as started?

--O
ne explanation of w

hy the teachers m
ay

-

feel this w
ay issuggested by their attitudes

tow
ard the rate their schools are im

plem
ent-

ing the program
:

T
eachers feel their rate of adopting IG

E
is ... (32)S

tarted IG
E

- 3
2

1

years
years

year
ago

ago
ago

T
oo rapid

13%
7%

7%

A
bout right

84%
88%

T
oo slow

3%
.

8%
4%

O
rientation of P

arents'
P

arents seem
 to have received a better

orientation to IG
E

 in schools recently be-
ginningthe IG

E
 program

 than in schools
that began the program

 several years ago.

.M
ore parents are aw

are of the program
 ...

(8, 27)
S

tarted IG
E

A
dm

inistrators
T

eachers

3
years

'

ago

51%

39%

2

years
ago

37%
'

27%

1

year
ago

32%

26%

and their initial feelings.tow
ard it are m

ore
P

ositive:

P
arents have heard of IG

E
 and are aw

are
their school is using it. (51)

S
tarted IG

E
3

2
1

years
years

year
ago

ago
ago

F
ew

er teachsrs in schools m
ore recently

beginning 'C
IE

 feel the change is very diffi-
cult than do teachers w

ho began earlier:

T
eachers feel changing to the IG

E
 system

is ... (24)S
tarted IG

t
3

2
1

years
years

year
ago

ago
ago

Y
es, have hard of IG

E
64%

73%
74%

A
w

are school is using
a program

 like IG
E

67%
79%

80%

W
hin IG

E
 w

as first introduced parents
thought the program

 w
as ... (56)

S
tarted IG

E
3

2
1

years
years

year
ago

ago
ago

V
ery difficult

22%
8%

8%
E

xcellent or good
40%

52%
55%

S
om

bw
hat diffiC

ult
48%

48%
63%

F
air

13%
15%

13%

N
ot difficult

21%
38%

28%
P

oor
.13%

7%
7%

N
olalitw

er
9%

6%
1%

D
ork know

, no answ
er

35%
26%

.25%

page
eighteen-
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In schools w
ith a high degree of IG

E
academ

ic perform
ance w

as getter than
em

entation, about three-quarter's of the parents felt their chil
re the program

.

H
ow

 people feel about the
effects of IG

E
 on students

cipche school

this section of the study reports attitudes
aboutthe effects of IG

E
 on students and the

'school. Issues covered include: student
academ

ic perform
ance, students' attitudes

tow
ard school, student behavior, students'

attitudes tow
ard their teachers, and differ-

ences betw
een the sub-groups of the study.'

a

A
cadem

ic P
erform

ance
"'

A
 m

ajority of parents (88%
) are positive in

their feelings about their children's progress
in school. E

ight percent are som
ew

hat
dissatisfied and 3%

 are very dissatisfied.
(1%

 did not answ
er).

T
o follow

-up on this response, parents w
ere

asked to com
pare how

 w
ell their children

had done- in school this year and last year.
T

heir responses w
ere cross tabulated w

ith
the num

ber of years the children had been
in a school participating in IG

E
:

p
a
g
e

n
i
n
e
t
e
e
n

H
ow

 w
ell has your child done in school this

year com
pared to last? (42)

Y
E

A
R

S
 C

H
ILD

 IN
 IG

E
M

ore than
O

ne Y
ear

O
ne Y

ear
T

otll
P

arents

Learned m
ore

38%
52%

43%

A
bout the sam

e
23%

33%
26%

Learned less
4%

.
4%

4%
N

o answ
er/n4t in

this school lett
year

35%
11%

27%

T
eachers rated the academ

ic perform
ance of

their students before and since beginning
IG

E
 Im

plem
entation w

ith these results:

S
ince beginning, IG

E
 student academ

ic per-
form

ance is ... (35)

D
egree of

Im
plem

entation
H

igh
Low

T
otal

T
eachers

B
etter

76%
53%

59%

A
bout the sam

e
13%

25%
24%

P
oorer

0%
5%

3%

N
o answ

er
11%

17%
14%

A
 significantly larger num

ber of teachers feel
that students are learning and:perform

ing
better since IG

E
 w

as initiated. T
his is

especially true in schools im
plem

enting-m
ost

of the IG
E

 program
 outcom

es (high im
ple-

m
entation) com

pared to schools that haven't
(law

). S
eventy-six percent of the teachers in

the high4m
plem

enting schools feel that
student academ

ic perform
ance has im

proved
w

hile none feel it is "poorer." F
or low

.
im

plem
enting schools analogous figures are:

53%
 say "better" and 5%

 say "poorer."



S
tud nts' A

ttitudes T
ow

ard S
chool

A
tti tides of st dents tow

ard their academ
ic

pro ram
s are

ore positive thit year than
be ore. T

h e is a m
ore noticable shift in

the
it atti

des tow
ard language arts and

atherpatics than tow
ard such things as field

trips, teachers, or changing classes:

hat have you liked m
ost about the w

ay
hings w

ere done at school? (65, 68)

T
his Y

ear
B

efore
T

his Y
ear

athem
atics

23%

'Inguage A
rts

19%
8%

ym
14%

6%

rts
11%

5%

hanging cla ses
10%

4%

eachers
9%

8%

ield T
rips

3%
2%

"arerits
w

ere also asked about their children's
bttitudes tow

ard school. T
hey feel their

hildren like the teachers and the school
ett611- this year than last:

,e

H
as your child enjoyed school m

ore this year
; than last? H

as your child liked the teachers
m

ore
this year? (43)

C
hild has liked

the teachers
26%

42%
5%

27%

C
hild has enjoyed

(school
36%

33%
5%

26%

B
etw

een 26 and 27 percent of the students
w

ere not in these grades last year so their
-

-
responses do not apply

M
oiT

A
bout

M
ore

D
oes

T
his-

T
he

Last
N

ot
Y

ear
S

am
e

Y
ear

A
pply

S
tudents react even m

ore positiv'ely to their
schools and their teachers than do their
parents. T

hey w
ere asked to com

pare their
feelings tow

ard school, learningtheir sub-.4
jects, their teachers, and other students w

ith..
last year. T

heir responses m
ore frequently

favor "this year" for each item
:

C
om

pared to last year, how
 do you feel

-.about school this year? (72)

a
M

ore
T

his
Y

ear

A
bout
T

he
S

am
e

M
ore

Last
Y

ear

D
oes

N
ot

A
pply

E
njoyed school

113%
31%

8%
18%

Learned
63%

16%
3%

18%

S
ubjects

Interesting
57%

20%
5%

18%

Like teachers
34%

40%
8%

18%

Like other kids
33%

429(r
7%

18%

E
ighteen percent of tha S

tudents w
ere too

young to have been in school last year so
their responses do not apply.

e

S
tudent B

ehavior
S

tudent behavior m
ore frequently im

proves
than it becom

es w
orse w

hen schools partici-
-pate in IG

E
. Im

provem
ent is. m

ore frequently
'reported by teachers in schools that are
prim

arily non-w
hite (37%

) com
pared to w

hite
(25%

):

S
ince the adoption of the IG

E
 program

, do
you think student behavior has im

proved,
stayed the sam

e, or becom
e w

ojse? (36)

D
egree of IG

E
H

igh
Low

S
chool ethnicity

W
hite

N
on-W

hite
T

otal
T

eachers

Im
proved

35%
26%

25%
37%

27%

S
tayed the sam

e
48%

52%
51%

42%
49%

B
ecom

e w
orse

11%
11%

14%
9%

1

N
o answ

er
6%

11%
10%

13%

Im
proved student behavior w

as also reported
m

ore frkluently in high im
plem

enting (35%
),

schools than in low
 (26%

).

page
tvvehty



a

Sum
m

ary

V

.

S
chools included in this study are partici-

pating in IG
E

ty directing their inservice
efforts tow

ard adopting the 3fr IG
E

 out-
com

es. N
o school, how

ever, has im
plem

ented
all the outcom

es.

T
he average degree of IG

E
 im

plem
entation

in the schools included in this study is 49%
rangirig from

 30.to 75%
 im

plem
entation.

C
onclusions of our study, therefoie, are.

confined to statem
ents about schools under-

going changenot effects of IG
E

 fully
installed.

r

C
onclusions w

e-draw
 fl'om

 this study are
based on data collected through face-to-facp
interview

s. S
tatem

ents about sL
tt

-'-'"I>
ilings

as

student behavior, how
 w

ell students learn,
and the general effectiveness of the program
are opinions of the respondents. T

he con-
clusions should be interpreted w

ith this in
m

ind.
'

T
he study is not longitudinal. T

hough the
study spanned tvtoischool years, the sam

e
peore riot included (except by chance)
in the

phases of the study. W
e have not

offered donclusions_F
egarding_how

 attitudes
change vith tim

e as a school or Learning
C

om
O

unity participates in IG
E

.

'

1'
S

tudents and teachers in 1,200 schools across the .
U

.S
. are now

 im
plem

enting the /I/D
/E

/A
/ C

hange
P

rogram
 for IG

E
.

ein these lim
its, then, w

e believe these
conclusions are appropriate:

1. G
eneral attitudes of adm

inistrators,_
teachers, pareht's, and students are positive
tow

ard IG
E

. T
hey support the inservice

training, the educational, concepts, the
organization, and the' overall effects of
the program

.

Im
plem

ent ion strategies for initiating
IG

E
 are im

pr
ng. A

ttitudes of adm
ini-

stratdrs, teachers, and students:tow
ard

m
ethods of orienting antraining are

m
ore positive in schools that uS

e the m
ore

recent strategies than in those w
hp used

earlier procedures.

3. A
dm

inistrators and students in schools
that have participated in IG

E
-forthree or

m
ore years feel m

ore positive about the
educational, concepts of IG

E
 than those

in the p`togram
 only one or tw

o years.

4. A
dm

inistrators, teachers, pardnts, and
S

tudents are-m
ore pc

gram
 in schools that

(M
ost of the IG

E
 ou

im
plem

entation.is
positive--feeltgs,

tie about the pro-
aye im

plem
ented

om
es. T

he degree of
onsistently related to

ffects on students,
acceptance, and cdm

m
itm

ent to the
program

.

P
ew

 tw
enty-one '.

a

5. Irigeneral, the attitudes of adm
inistrators,

teachers, parents, and students in urban
and non-urban schools are equally positiv1

6. T
he m

ajority of teachers believe IG
E

 pro-
cesses w

ork, equally w
ell for slow

 and fast
learners and for culturally advantaged and
culturally different learners.

0
.

7. A
ttitudes of parents and students tow

ard
the program

 and its-eyerts are m
ore posi-

tive w
here students hale attended an IO

C
school for m

ore than one year.

8. In general, reactions to thg program
 are

equally positive in schools thft have
prim

arily w
hite students and those that

".

are prim
arily non-w

hite.

9. Im
plem

enting IG
E

 can result in perceived
adm

inistrate - ,..,id teacher over-loads
especially W

hen the rate of change, the
level of support, or the sequence of.adop-
tion are not appropriate to the capabilities
and resources-of participating schools.
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W
here to w

rite for m
ore

inform
ation

V
If you'd like to exam

ine the B
elden A

ssociates
study, w

rite and ask for "Individually G
uided -

E
ducation: N

ational E
valuation S

tudy
R

evised C
om

puter P
rintout 1972-1973, 1973-

1974." T
he cost is $7.45 (plus postage), and

the address is:
)

.
.----

B
elden A

ssociates
N

ational E
valuation S

tudy on IG
E

2900 T
urtle C

reek P
laza

D
allas, T

exas 75219

T
he address for the interview

ing specifica-
tions is:

B
elden A

ssociates
Interview

ing S
pecifications

2900 T
urtle C

reek P
laza

D
allas, T

exas 75219
."4.-

If you'd like m
ore inform

ation about the
/I/D

/E
/A

/ C
hange P

rogram
 for IG

E
, w

rite:

/I/D
/E

/A
/

_ 5335 F
tw

 H
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venue
D

ayton, O
hio 45429
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Belden Associates Job 1-42 SCHOOL SURVEY

TIME INTERVIEW STARTED:

Admlnistrator Questionnaire

1IVERVIEWER NUMBER:

Hello, I am with Belden Associates. We are cqnducting a nationwide study of the Individually Guided Education pro-
gram for the Institute for Development of Educational Actifities.

Your school, (NAME OF SCHOOL FROM LIST) has been selected stientifically as one to be included the study. We will be inter.:
viewing teachers, parents, and students from your school over the next several days. This type of st is one of the reatu es of the
IGE program and is an important factor for the ogram's success,:

(MAKE APPOINTMENT TO INTERVIEW ADMINISTRATOR AT MUTUALLY CONVENIENT TIME. IF HE REFUSES INTERVIEW OR
FUSES PERMISSION TO TALK TO TEACHERS, PAREINfTS, OR StUDNTS, CONTACT BELDEN ASSOCIATES IMMEDIATELY.)

la. First, I would like to ask you both what you like and dislike aboutthe IGE program. What do you like about the IGE progrcm?
(PROBE:) What other things do you like about IGE?

41r

What do you dislike about the IGE program? (PROBE:) What other things o you dislike about ict?

2. I'm
me if

going to read you some words that might be used to describe different educational programs.
you think that word describes the IGE program very much, somewhat, or not atall.

For each word please sell
.--

VERY MUCH '' SOMEWHAT NOT AT ALL DON'T KNOW

a. Imaginative r
. t

1

s

2 , 3 4

b. Progressive or enhancing 5 6 7 8

c. Complex , 9 0 X Y

d. Stimulating .l , j( 1 2 3 4

e. Exciting 5 .. ,,,. 6 7 8

f. Efficient '9 0 X Y

g. SuccessfUl , . 1 , 2 3 4

3o. In what way is your administrative rose In an IGE system different from any other administrative experience you may have had

in the past ?

p

25.

b. Based on your own ideas of what produces quality edu- EXCELLENT POOR I 4

cation, would you say that IGE is excellent, good, GOOD i DON'T KNOW, OR *NO
fair, arttpoor? FAIR.... i i ANSWER 1 5

t
te

4. WOuld you'say That Changing to the IGE system of VERY DIFFICULT- .....; DON'T KNOW, OR NO
teaching was very difficult, somewhat difficult, or SOMEWHAT DIFFICULT . ANSWER. I. 4

not at all difficult for most teachers? NOT AT ALL DIFFICULT. 3

5. Do you know of any teachers who left this school be- YES 5
1 it /.1Ir IA L



Page 2 Administrator Questionnaire

6. What are the benefits OT having on IGE hicilitato; in your geographienrea?

Jab 142

z

1 . .

7. During the next five yeors do you expect to increbse INCREASE 1

IGE implementation, ,continue at the present lever, or ,6IBOUT THE SAME 2

decrease the level ofiimplementotion of IGE? DECREASE . 3v
1 2'

8. In whaLways, if ony,, do you plan to change your use of the IGE program? (PROBE: s there anything else you expect t
thangar g

1

t

,D T KN
ANSWER. ....

OR NO
4

9. How long have you been associated with an IGE 1 s EAR 1 7, YEARS ."/ . 7
school? ARS 2 8 YEARS 8

3 ARS 3 9 YEARS 9
4 10 YEARS OR MORE 04 Y ARS

5 Y ARS DON'T KERN.OW, OR NO
6 YEARS 65 X

Thank yoU very much for this interview; all I need now is a , little informolion-to..be classify this interview..41

/
n all, how many elementary level teachers do you,
hcrie.in this school?

/ d.

4 OR LESS 1 13 - 20 3
5 - 1 2 21 OR MORE 4

(SHOW CARD A) What is the proportio of students WHITE
in each of these ethnic groups in your sch ? BLACK

LATIN (CUBAN, MEXICAN AMERICAN,.
PUERTO RICAN)

OTHER ETHNIC GROUPS (ORIENTAL, INDIAN, ETC.)

C. What is your exact job title or description? (PROBE:) SUPERINTENDENT 1 OTHER (Specify:)
What type of work do you do in the school system? PRIN AL 2

ASSI NT PRINCIPAL 3
4

D. Let me be sure i have your correct name, in case the NAME:
office wants to check my work. ,

(READ FROM LIST PROVIDED -- RECORD CORRECT NAME ABOVE.)

E., The oddress here is? ADDRESS: CITY: ZIP:

F. May I have your telephone number, in case the office AREA CODE: PRONE
wants to check my work? NO'PHONE REFUSED

That is all; thank you for the interview.

G. ETHNICITY: WHITE 1 H. SEX: MALTS ' 5
BLACK 2 FEMALE 6
LATIN (CUBAN, MEXICAN AMER- 26ICAN, PUERTO RICAN) 3

OTHECORIENTAL, INDIAN, ETC ) 4

I. DATE:

TIME INTERVIEW ENDED: INTERVIEW LENGTH: MINUTES



Belden AssOciates -- Job 1-42 SCHOOL SURVEY Teocher Questionnaire I:

TIME INTERVIEW STARTED7
-

INTERVIEWER NUMBER:

Hello, my name is with Belden Associates. We are doing a nationwide study on educational programs, and we
would like to talk to you for a few minutes. Our records show that you teach at iNAME OF SCHOOL). Is that correct? OF NO
LONGER TEACHES AT SCHOOL INDICATED ON LIST, DISCONTINUE INTERVIEW .) This study is sponsored by the Institute for

Development of Educational Activities, and we have your school odministration's full cooperation in conducting these interviews.
Of course, your interview is conildential and no one in your school district will see your answers.

la, First, I would like to ask you both what you like and dislike about teaching in a school with Individually Guided Education

(IGE) What do you like about the IGE program? (PROBE:) What other things do you like about IGE?

b. What do you dislike about the IGE program? (PROBE:) Viiiiat other things do you dislike about IGE?

.

2. I'm going to recd you some words that might be used to describe different.educational programs-. For each word please tell

me if you think that wor*dbscribes the IGE program, very much, somewhat, or not at all.

VERY MUCH SOMEWHAT NOT AT ALL DON'T KNOW

a. Imaginative 1 2 3 (i. 4

b. Progressive or enhancing 5 6 7 8

c. Complex 9 0 X Y
I

d. Stimulating

e. Exciting

f. Efficient

g. Successful

1 2 3 4

5 6 7 8

0` 9 0 X Y

1 2 3 4

3o. Would you say that changing to the IGE system of
teoching was very difficult, somewhat difficult, or
not at all difficult for you?

VERY DIFFICULT 1

SOMEWHAT DIFFICULT , 2

NOT AT ALL DIFFICULT 3

DON'T KINIOW, OR NO ANSWER 4

. In what way is your teaching role in an IGE system different from any other teaching system that you may hove worked with

in the past?

c. Based on your own ideas of what prcQsces quality
education, would you soy that IGE is excellent,
good, fair, or poor? n

4. Do you know any teachers who left this school because
the IGE program was started?

5. Do the teachers in your unit work together as a team,
or do they eoch take core of their own duties and
Interests?

\ .11.
t'

EXCELLENT I POOR ,
GOOD 2 DON'T KNOW, OR'
FAIR 3 NO ANSWER

YES 1

NO 2

27

WORK TOGETitER.j .. . 1

WORK INDIVIDUALLY 2

NOT ASSIGNED' TO UNIT 3

0 ANSWER 4

I. ;



Page 2 -- Teacher Questionnaire g Job 4-42

6. And would you say that the IGE in-service rooter; Is EXCELLENT 1 DON'T RECEIVE
that you receive are excellent, good, fair, or ? GOOD 2 MATERIALS

FAIR 3 DON'T KNOW, OR
POUR 4 NO ANSWER

70. Dld you receive any special training for the IGE ' YES
Program? NO (GO TO Q.801 . 2

b. Who led the special training? TRAINED BY LEAGUE FACILITATOR 3
TRAINED BY SCHOOL PRINCIPAL 4
TRAINED BY SCHOOL CENTRAL OFFICE ADMINISTRATOR 5
ODER (Specify:)
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWE R i

e. In general, would you say that this training is excel- EXCELLENT 1

lent, good, felt, or poor? GOOD 2
FAIR 3
POOR 4
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER (GO TO Q. 80) 5

d. Why do you say that?

.80. Would you say that your school is odoptigg the IGE TOO RAPIDLY
program too rapidly, about as fast as it should, or ABOUT RIGHT 2

too slows TOO SLOWLY 3

'DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWA,_AO TO Q.9) ... 4

b. And why do you say that?

9. Sine the IGE program has been introduced at your
school, do you feel it mode it possible for you to do
a better 'job as a teacher, has it mode no difference,
Or has it kept you from doing as good a lob?

10. Do you feel that the other teachers in your unit are
more effective, about the some; or less effective as
teachers than before the ZETTogrom was started?

11,, Do you think that student acodemic performance is
better, about the some, or poorer than before the
GE iTrogram was started?

28

BETTER JOB NOW
NO DIFFERENCE
KEPT FROM DOING_ GOOD JOB
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER

1

2
3
4

MORE, EFIKTIVE
ABOUT THE SAME ' .% ,
LESS EFFECTIVE

.-,
.

2

3

DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER , 4
-

BETTER
... 5

ABOUT THE SAME 6
POORER 7
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER 8



Page 3 Teacher Questionnaire
atfschool more, ENJOY MORE 112. Do you think that your students en'

less, or about the same os they did efore the-7E ABOUT THE SAME . 2
program started at your school ? ENJOY LESS 3"

DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER 4

Job 1-42

, 0
13. Since the odoption of the IGE program, do you think IMPROVED 1 DON'T Ktt, OR

student behavior has improved, stayed the same, or STAYED THE SAME 2 NO ANS ER
become worse? BECOME WORSE 3

4

14a. Do you feel that the IGE program works better for the FAST LEARNERS 1 DON'T KNOW, OR
fast learners, or slow learners, or does it work equally SLOW LEARNERS 2 NO ANSWER 4
well for both types? -- EQUAL FOR BOTH .... 3

b. Do you feel- that the IGE program works better for CULTURALLY ADVANTAGED CHILDREN 5
culturally advantaged-children, culturally different CULTURALLY DIFFERENT CHILDREN 6
children, or does it work equally well for both? EQUAL FOR BOTH 7---- 17ON'T. KNOW, OR NO ANSWER 8

15. (SHOW CARD A) What is the proportion of students WHITE
in each of these ethnic groups in your school ? BLACK

LATIN (CUBAN, MEXICAN AMERICAN,
PUERTO RICAN)

OTHER ETHNIC GROUPS (ORIENTAL'
INDIAN, ETC )

16. How long have you been associated with on IGE
school ?

1 YEAR
2 YEARS 2
3 YEARS 3
4 YEARS 4
5 YEARS 5
6 YEARS 6
7 YEARS
8 YEARS 8
9 YEARS 9
10 YEARS 0
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER j X

All I need now is o little information to help to classify this interview.

A.. Let me be sure I have your correct name, in case the NAME:
office wants to check My work.
(READ FROM LIST PROVIDED -- RECORD CORRECT NAME ABOVE.)

B. The address here is? ADDRESS: CITY: ZIP:

C.-1 May I have your telephone number, in case the office
wants to-ekgcknry work?

gib

AREA CODE: /, PHONE 1:

NO PHONE X REFUSED Y
.

4 ,
That is °It arxi we thank you for the interview.

.........,

D.( ETHNICITY.;_.: - . E. SEX:

WHITE MALE 5
BLACK , .

LATIN (CUBAN, MEXI N AMERICAN, PUERTO
2 FEMALE 6

1

RICAN) 3'

------- /
OTHER (ORI AL, INDIAN, ETC.) 4

2 9
I

i
1F. DATE!/ 1

i

TIME INTERVIEW ENDED: INTERVIEW LENGTH: MINUTES 1

I
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Belden,Associates Job 1-42 SCHOOL SURVEY Parent Questionnaire I:

TIME STARTED: INTERVIEWER NUMBER:

Hello, my name is with Belden Associates, a research company, and wears conducting a national survey about
elementary school education. We want to ask you o few questions.

'1. Our records indicate that you have a child named
(CHILD'S FIRST NAME) who attends (SCHOOL NAME)
elementary school. Did the child attend that school
this past year?

YES (CONTINUE)
NO (TERMINATE INTERVIEW)

2. Did your child attend this school before August,
1973?

YES 1 DON'T KNOW, OR
NO (GO TO Q. 4) 2 NO ANSWER 3

3o. We would like for you to tell us how well your
child has done in school this Year, compared_to
last year. This year, has your child learned more,

b.

c.

4.

MORE NOW 4
ABOUT THE SAME 5
LESS NOW 6

7
8

less, or about the some as last year? (PROBE:)
Well, how about the grades?

DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER
DID NOT ATTEND SCHOOL LAST YEAR (GO TO O. 4)

This year, has your child liked the teachers at school
more, less, or about the some as last year?

MORE NOW 9
ABOUT' THE SAME 0

LESS NOW
DON'T KNOW, OR

NO ANSWER

This year, do you think your child has enjoyed school MORE THIS YEAR 1 LESS THIS YEAR
more, less, or about the some? ABOUT THE SAME .... 2 DON'T KNOW, OR

NO ANSWER

Over-all, would you say that you ore very satisfied,
somewhat satisfied, somewhat dissatisfied, or very

VERY SATISFIED
SOMEWHAT SATISFIED .

5
6

VERY DISSATISFIED .

DON'T KNOW, OR
dissatisfied with your child's progress in school this SOMEWHAT NO ANSWER
year? DISSATISFIED 7

X

3.

4

8

9

5. As you know, there are certain activities that parents can participate in as part of their child's educational program. Some
of these would include ottending.PTA and other school meetings, attending school board meetings, visiting your child's
teachers, or perheps taking students on field trips.

Doycu think that parents at yoor child's school MORE 1 DONT KNOW, OR
should participate more, leis, or about the same ABOUT THE'SAME 2 NO ANSWER 4
as they do now? LESS 3

6o. Thinking about the school that your child attends com-
pared with other schools that you know of, would you say
that4t is better than most other elementary schools,
about the some, or not os good os other elementary
schools?

BETTER 1

ABOUT THE SAME 2
NOT AS GOOD 3
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER (GO TO Q. 7a) . . . 4

b. Why do you soy that? (PROBE:4 What other reasons do you hove?\ 1I 30

b.

Is (NAME OF SCHOOL') diff rent from other YES
NO (GO TO O. 8of

1

2

3
4

. ,
elementary schools in any way that you know of?

ln what way? INDIVIDUALLY GUIDED EDUCATION SCHOOL (GO TO
Q. 9)

OTHER (Specify:)

b.

Have you ever heard of the Individually Guided
Education or 'IGEN Program for elementary schools?

YES 1 DON'T KNOW, OR
NO... 2 NO ANSWER 3

4
5

Did you know that (NAME OF SCHOOL) : part of YESr -
. NOthe Individually Guided Education Program'?
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Page 2 Parent Questionnaire ..lob 1-42
.....

9. (SHOW CARD A) Here is a list of activities that might be a part of an educational program. For each activity listed,
pleas* tell me if you think the activity is excellent, good, fair, or poor?

EXCELLENT

a. INSTRUCTION DESIGNED FOR EACH CHILD'S NEEDS... 1
b. SEVERAL TEACHERS WORKING WITH EACH CHILD...: 6
c. USE OF SPECIAL MATERIALS .. I

d. SMALL-GROUP WORK 6

e. EACH CHILD LEARNING TO PLAN HIS OWN WORK 1

f. CONTINUOUS EVALUATION OF TEACHER'S SKILLS 6

'0. MULTI-AGE GROUPING / 1

10a. When it was first introduced, did you think the IGE
program was excellent, good, fair, or poor?

b. Why did you feel that way?

GOOD FAIR POOR DON'T KNOW

kat 3 4 5
7 8 9 0
2 3 4 5
7 8 9 0
2 3 .... 4 5
7 8 9 0
2 3 4 4. . 5

EXCELLENT
GOOD 2

FAIR 3

POOR .... 4'
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER (GO TO Q. ) .... 5

11. Were you familiar with the teaching methods used at
your child's school before the IGE program was
started there?

YES 1

NO (GO TO Q. 13) 2

DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER (GO TO Q. 13) 3

12. (SHOW CARD B) Looking at this card, which would BETTER NOW 1

you say best describes the way you felt about this school
before the IGE program and how you feel now?

ABOUT THE SAME . . . 2

BETTER BEFORE . .. 3
DON'T KNOW, OR

NO ANSWER 4

13. We want to get your general opinion of the IGE program, EXCELLENT 1 POOR. 4

as currently being carried out in the school your child GOOD 2 DON'T KNOW, OR
attends would you s a y it is excelle.nt,good, fair,orpoor? FAIR 3 NO ANSWER . . t 5

14. (SHOW CARD C) Listed on this card are several words that might be used to describe an educational program. For each
word, please tell me if you think that word describes the IGE program very much, somewhat, or not at all.

VERY MUCH-- SOMEWHAT NOT AT ALL DON'T KNOW

a. IMAGINATIVE o 1 2 3 4

b. STIMULATING 5 6 7 8

c. EXCITING 9 0 X . Y"'
d. EFFICIENT 1 . 2 3 4

e. SUCCESSFUL 5 6 7 8

All I need now is a little information on your household to help classify this questionnaire.

A. Let me be sure tgot I have your correct name, NAME:
In case the office wants to check my work.

B. The address here is: ADDRESS!

C. May ['ask your phone number in case the office
wants to check my work?

Thank you very much for this interview:

CITY:

AREA CODE: PHONE I:
HAVE NO TELEPHONE.. X REFUSED

ZIP:

Y

D. ETHNICITY: WHITE 1

BLACK
LATIN.(GUBAN, MEXICAN AMEW-AN, PUERTO RICAN) 3
OTHER (ORIENTAL, 4NDIAN, ETC ) 4

E. SEX OF RESPONDENT!

F. DATES

MALE 5 FEMALE 6

?tut :kr:vet/mu/ erdricrt INTFRVIFW I rtqc-TH MINIITFS
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Belden Associates Job 1-42 SCHOOL SURVEY Children's Questionnaire 1:

TIME INTERVIEW STARTED: INTERVIEWER NUMBER:

Hello,

I.
my name is , and I want to ask you a few questioni bout your sehool.

to? SC OttWhat is the name of the school that you beim been going
(BE SURE SCHOOL NAME IS THE SAME AS THE SCHOOL
DISCREPANCY.)

NAME ON THE LIST PROVIDED. IF NOT, SOLVE

2. What hove you liked most about the way things were done at schoothis rear? (PROBE)

73.

3.
.4 1.

Nat countjag kindergarten,' how mony years have
you been going to school ?

ONE (GO TO Q. 8)... 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 OR,MORE

4. Before this year,
I

That did you like most about the way things were done at school?

5. In what ways has he school this year been different From last year? (PROBE.) In what °tiler ways hos it been different?

63, Compared to lost year, have you enjoyed school MORE NOW 1

more, less, or abau't the same this yeor ? ABOUT THE SAME 2

LESS NOW 3
DON'T KNOW, OR NO.ANSWER 4

b. Compered to lost year, do you think you have learned MORE NOW 5

more, less, or about the same this year? ABOUT THE SAME 6
LESS NOW r
D0141 KNOW, OR NO ANSWER 8

c. Compered to lost year, do you think your subjects have MORE INTERESTING NOW 9

been more interesting, less interesting, orpbout the ABOUT THE SAME 0

same Th-Fyear ? LESS INTERESTING NOW X

DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER

7a. Compared to lasts year, do you like your teachers MORE NOW 1

more, less, or about the same this year ? ABOUT THE SAME 2
LESS NOW 3
DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER 4

b. 'Compared to last year, da you like the other kids in MORE NOW 5

school more/less, or about the some this year? THE SAME 6
LESS OW 7
DON' KNOW, OR NO ANSWER 8

(CONTINUE QN BACK)

32
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\Page-2 -- Childreret Ouestionnaire ._ . . Job 12

8.. Do you like having more than one teocher help you HAS ONLY 01;JE TEACHER 1

with your wott? YES 2

NO
4 '

3

\ DON'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER 4

9.

Mb,

,--

Thereere ore o lot of different things tho \some kids do of school and other kids do not get to do. If you do not do any bf the
things I ask obout just tell me you don"do them.

it, ,

o. First, do you have ony kids in your closs or unit, who ore
o yeor or two younger or older thon you? '(IF YES, ASK:)
Do you like thot?

b. Do you like helping the,teochers decide whot work you
are to do? .

c. How obout working with o different group of kids uring
the doy? (Do you like to do thot?)

d. Hel ing of er kids with their work? (Do you like thot?)

e. Do you lik, to choose whot you will study?
"et

f. Do you ike it when the teocher lets you choose whot you
wont t ido sometimes?

g ., How obout doing things in groups of two or three kids?
(Do you like it?)

h. Do you like to work by yourself some of the time?

DO,
LIKE

DO,
DISLIKE

DOES NOT DON'T KNOW,
DO THIS NO ANSWER

1 2 3 4

5 6 7 8

9 0 X Y

1 2 1

5 6 7 8
.

9 0 X Y

1 3 4

5 6 7 8

10. Which of your subjects this year have been part of IGE, the Individually Guided Education program?

NONE, NOT IN IGE PROM

llo. Did you go to the same school this year that YN i 1

you went t b the year before? Noi 2

NOI. IN SCHOOL LAST YEAR (GO TO Q A) 3

b. Were ony of your school subjects part of the IGE pro- YES ' 4

gram lost yeor? N -I 5

'T KNOW, OR NO ANSWER 6

A. Let me be sure thot I hove your norm down coriectly.

Thank you.

N ME:

SEX: MALE 1 ETHNICITY. WHITE. .. .. . 1, .
.9

FEMALE .... . . 2 BLACK , 2

LATIN (CUBAN, MEXICAN AMERICAN, PUERTO RICAN) 3

OTHER (ORIENTAL, INDIAN, *ETC.) ' 4

COPY DEMOGRAPfiIC CHARACTERISTICS FROM PARENT'S QUESTIONNAIRE, NUMBER:

33
DATE

TIME INTERVIEW ENDED: INTERVIEW-LENGTH: MINUTES
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T
he attitudes

attitudes expressed in high im
plem

enting schools w
ere consistently m

ore
positive than the attitudes in schools w

ith low
 IG

E
ness scores.
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T
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I E
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I C
hange

'P
rogram

 F
or IG

E
"

S
chools included in this study are partici-

pating in IG
E

 by directing their inservice
efforts tow

ard adopting the 35 IG
E

 out-
com

es. N
o school, how

ever, has im
plem

ented
all the outcom

es.

T
he average degree of IG

E
 im

plem
entation

....,.1T
iLtieschools included in this study is 49%

ranging from
 30 to 75%

 im
plem

entation.
C

onclusions of our study, therefore, are
confined to statem

ents about schools under-
going change--not effects of IG

E
 fully

installed.
.

-

C
onclusions w

e draw
 from

 this study.are
based on data.collected through face-to-face
interview

s. S
tatem

ents about such things as
student behavior, how

 w
ell students learn,

and the general effectiveness of the program
are opinions of the respondents. T

he con-
clusions should be interpreted w

ith this in
m

ind.

T
he study is not longitudinal. T

hough the
study spanned tw

o school years, the sam
e

_
people w

ere not included iexcept by chance).
in the tw

o phases of the study. W
e have not

offered conclusions regarding how
 attitudes

change w
ith tim

e as a school or Learning
C

om
m

unity participates in IG
E

.

S
tudents_aad teachers in 1,200 schools across the

U
.S

. are now
 Im

plem
enting the /I/D

/E
/A

/ C
hange

P
rogram

 for IG
E

.

W
ithin these lim

its, then, w
e believe these

conclusions are appropriate:

1.'G
eneral attitudes of adm

inistrators,
teachers, parents, and students are positive
tow

ard IG
E

. T
hey support the inservice

training, the educational concepts, the
organization, and the overall effects of
the program

.

2. Im
plem

entation strategies for initiating
IG

E
 are-im

proving. A
ttitudes of adm

ini-
strators', teachers, and students tow

ard
m

ethods of orienting and training are
m

ore positive in schools that use the m
ore

recent strategies than in those w
ho used

earlier procedures,

3. A
dm

inistrators and students in schools
that have participated in IG

E
 for three or

m
ore years feel m

ore positive about the
educational concepts of IG

E
 than those

in the program
 only one or tw

o years.

4. A
dm

inistrators, teachers, parents, and
students are m

ore positive about the pro-
gram

 in schools that have im
plem

ented
m

ost of the IG
E

 outcom
es. T

he degree of
im

plem
entation is consistently related to

positive feelings, effects on students,
acceptance, and com

m
itm

ent to the
program

.
cz

5. In general, the attitudes of adm
inistrators,

teachers parents, and students in urban
and non-urban schools are equally positive.

6. T
he m

ajority of teachers believe IG
E

 pro-
cesses w

ork equally w
ell for slow

 and fast
learners and for culturally advantaged and
culturally different learners.

7. A
ttitudes of parents and students tow

ard
the program

 and its effects are m
ore posi-

tive w
here-students have attended an IG

E
school for m

ore than one year.

8. In general, reactiops to the program
 are

equally positive in schools that have
prim

arily w
hite students and those that

are prim
arily non-w

hite.

9. Im
plem

enting IG
E

 can result in perceived
adm

inistrator and teacher over-loads
especially w

hen the rate of change, the
level of support, or the sequence of adop-
tion are not appropriate to the capabilities
and resources of participating schools.


